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which bears witness both to his friendship with Rome and to
the zeal he had shown during the revolt. He was present in
the Roman camp during the siege of Jerusalem and did his
best to hasten the capitulation 1 of the city by haranguing its
defenders from the foot of the walls. He clearly considered it
a lost cause and feared that the Jews would suffer for their
obstinacy.
After the Holy City had been taken and sacked, he judged
it wiser not to expose himself to the vengeance of some over-
zealous patriot, and followed Titus back to Rome. The Emperor
gave him hospitality there and after his death, according to
Eusebius,2 the Romans even put up a statue in honour of his
memory. This reveals his character, wrhich was that of an
intelligent realist, quick to seize and act on anything that
would be to his own advantage. Whether the story of the
statue is true or not (and if it is it only proves that he knew
how to flatter his all-powerful protectors), it is a fact that he
was accorded the honour of Roman citizenship and took the
name of Flavius, as became an intimate of Vespasian and Titus.
On the other hand, his compatriots looked on him as a common
traitor, and felt only loathing for him. Even to the present
day Jewish writers are quite uncompromising in the attitude
they adopt towards him.3 In reality his case is rather a
complex one. It is perfectly true that he became Romanized,
just as it is true that he was Hellenized, writing in Greek and
keeping abreast of Greek culture. But for all that he was not
really a Hellenist, that is, an Israelite transformed by his
Gentile environment. His religion was much more akin to
that of the Pharisees than of Philo.4 Fundamentally he
remained a Jew—and, in certain respects, even a good Jew ; he
was, in the gospel sense, a Herodian.5 No doubt he wrote in
his* own defence, and tried to whitewash his conduct, since his
enemies were so unscrupulous in their attacks. But his primary
object in composing his works was to clear the Jews from the
contempt in which they were held in Rome; and he believed
that his conduct was governed by patriotic motives.
In truth he was more a victim of circumstances than a
1	He relates (in B.J.> v, 13, 3) that on one occasion he nearly met his
death from a stone which one of the defenders hurled at Mm in reply.
2	eus., H.E., iii, 9.    He probably died during the first few years of
the second century, for the Vita dates from after the disappearance of
Herod Agrippa II, the last of the Herodians, who died in a.d. 99 or 100.
3	Thus Graetz (XXV, ii, 401) accuses him of spitefully applauding
when he witnessed the sufferings of the heroes.
4	CCLXV, 66, n. 1.
5	CCLXVU[9 33.
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